
P 13. DOCUMENTATION OF SIGNIFICANT CHANGES 

CERCLA Section 117(b) requires that an explanation of any significant changes from the preferred 
alternative originally presented in the Proposed Plan be provided in the ROD. A few changes have been 
made in the ROD that are different than presented in the Proposed Plan. Although the changes may not 
be considered significant, they are included in this section of the ROD to accurately reflect changes since 
the Proposed Plan was issued. 

13.1 New Sites 

Four new sites have been identified in this ROD using the FFA/CO new site inclusion process. 
These sites are described below, as well as the OU 3-13 release site group each site has been placed in for 
remediation. 

13.1.1 CPP86Tank Farm Interstitial Soils 

Release site CPP-96 is a new Group 1 site that consolidates all of the previously defined Tank / 
Farm Soils release sites and the intervening Tank Farm interstitial soils that occur within the boundaries 
of CPP-96 that were not previously identified as release sites. The previously defined Tank Farm Soils 
release sites included within Site CPP-96 include: CPP-15, -16, -20, -24, -25, -26, -27, -28, -30, -31, -32, - 
33, -58, and -79. Site CPP-96 will be subject to the Group I Interim Action under this ROD. Site CPP-96 
will be further investigated under OU 3-14 where a final remedy for this site will be selected. 

13.1.2 CPP-97-Tank Farm Soil Stockpiles 

This site includes two stockpiles of soil located in the northeast comer of INTEC. The stockpiles 
were generated during the high-level liquid waste Tank Farm upgrade project. Potential contaminanta 
contained in the stockpiled soils include radionuclides and suspected PEW listed wastes. These soils will 
be remediated using the selected remedy for Other Surface Soils. The Tank Farm Soil Stockpiles are 
included in OU 3-13, Group 3. 

13.1.3 CPP-g&Tank Farm Shoring Boxes 

This site consists of 118 boxes of contaminated shoring material. The boxes contain wood and 
metal shoring material from the Tank Farm. These boxes will be remediated using the selected remedy 
for Other Surface Soils. The shoring boxes are included in OU 3-13, Group 3. 

13.1.4 CPP-99-Boxed Soils 

Consists of 59 boxes of soils staged near the CPP-92 Waste Storage Facility. These soils were 
generated during the Tank Farm upgrade project and the CPP-604 Egress Tunnel project. The boxed soils 
are similar to the boxed soils in site CPP-92, and will be remediated using the selected remedy for Other 
Surface Soils. The boxed soils are included in OU 3-13, Group 3. 

13.2 Sites Included in Other Programs or Other OUs 

In the Proposed Plan, four sites (CPP-37, -38, -65, and -66) were directed to other programs. One 
of those sites (CPP-37) has been split into two sub-sites (CPP-37a and -37b) that will be remediated under 

p this ROD. 
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.  S ite  C P P - 3 7 a , a  fo r m e r  s e e p a g e  pit rece iv ing  r u n o ff f rom th e  T a n k  F a r m  will b e  a d d r e s s e d  
u n d e r  G r o u p  3 , O th e r  S u r fa c e  S o ils. A  p r e s u m p tive  r e m e d y  o f excavate  a n d  d ispose  a t th e  /1  

ICDF will  b e  i m p l e m e n te d . This  site  was  d iscussed in  th e  P r o p o s e d  P lan  as  p a r t o f “sites  to  
b e  t ransfer red to  o th e r  p r o g r a m s .” 

. S ite  C P P - 3 7 b  ( fo rmer  construct ion l a n d fill ins ide  th e  fe n c e )  wil l  b e  a d d r e s s e d  as  a  G r o u p  3  
soi ls site . This  site  was  d iscussed in  th e  P r o p o s e d  P lan  as  p a r t o f “sites  to  b e  t ransfer red to  
o th e r  p r o g r a m s .” 

. S ite  C P P - 6 6  Fly A s h  P it was  d iscussed in  th e  P r o p o s e d  P lan  as  p a r t o f “sites  to  b e  
t ransfer red to  o th e r  p r o g r a m s .” This  site  h a s  b e e n  m o v e d  to  O U  lo -04  fo r  fu r th e r  eva lua tio n  
o f eco log ica l  risk. 

. S ites  C P P - 6 1 , - 8 1 , a n d  - 8 2  prev ious ly  i d e n tifie d  as  “N o  Fu r th e r  Ac tio n ” ( C P P - 6 1 )  a n d  “N o  
Ac tio n ” ( C P P - 8 1  a n d  8 2 )  sites  in  th e  P r o p o s e d  P lan,  h a v e  b e e n  d e te r m i n e  to  requ i re  
a d d i tio n a l  in fo rmat ion  to  m a k e  a  decis ion.  T h e s e  site  a r e  t ransfer red to  O U  3 - 1 4  fo r  fu r th e r  
eva lua tio n . 

1 3 .3  O the r  C h a n g e s  

. T h e  Agenc ies  rev iewed  th e  site  character izat ion d a ta  fo r  S ite  C P P 4 1  a n d  d e c i d e d  th a t th e  
site  shou ld  b e  split in to two sites  th a t wil l  b e  d e s i g n a te d  C P P - 4 1 a  a n d  C P P - 4 1 b . T h e  
Agenc ies  h a v e  d e c i d e d  in  th is  R O D  th a t S ite  C P P - 4 1 a  h a s  insuff icient d a ta  to  m a k e  a  “N o  
Fu r th e r  Ac tio n ” decis ion.  S ite  C P P - 4 1 a  will  b e  inc luded  in  th is  R O D  as  a  G r o u p  2  site . T h e  
Agenc ies  h a v e  d e c i d e d  th a t th e  risks p o s e d  by  S ite  C P P - 4 1 b  a r e  less th a n  1  x lO A  o r  a n  ?  
H I < l a n d  th a t th is  site  requ i res  “N o  Ac tio n ”. 

. T h e  P r o p o s e d  P lan  ind ica ted th a t “N o  Ac tio n ” o r  “N o  Fu r th e r  Ac tio n ” b e  ta k e n  a t 5  1  sites. 
A fte r  fu r th e r  rev iew o f th e  “N o  Ac tio n ” a n d  “N o  Fu r th e r  Ac tio n ” decis ions,  th e  Agenc ies  
h a v e  d e c i d e d  in  th is  R O D  th a t 1 1  o f th e s e  sites  h a v e  insuff icient d a ta  to  s u p p o r t e i ther  “N o  
Ac tio n ” o r  “N o  Fu r th e r  Ac tio n .” T h e s e  I1  sites  wil l  b e  m a n a g e d  as  fol lows: 

S ites  C P P - 1 6 , - 2 4 , a n d  - 3 0  wil l  b e  inc luded  wi th in th e  n e w  G r o u p  1  -  T a n k  F a r m  
In terstit ial S o ils conso l ida t ion  site  C P P - 9 6 . 

S ites  C P P - 4 l a , - 6 0 , - 6 8 , a n d  - 8 6  wil l  b e  inc luded  wi th in G r o u p  2  -  S o ils U n d e r  
B u i ld ings o r  S tructures. 

S ite  C P P - 8 5  h a s  b e e n  c losed in  p lace  as  p a r t o f th e  W C F  closure.  T h e  W C F  was  
c losed u n d e r  a n  a p p r o v e d  H W M A  c losure  p l a n . T h e  W C F  will b e  inc luded  with th e  
G r o u p  2  S o ils U n d e r  B u i ld ings a n d  S tructures sites  in  th e  C E R C L A  5 -yea r  reviews.  

S ites  C P P - 6 1 , - 8 1 , a n d  - 8 2  wil l  b e  t ransfer red to  O U  3 - 1 4  fo r  fu r th e r  eva lua tio n  

. As  p a r t o f th e  Agenc ies  rev iew o f th e  “N o  Ac tio n ” a n d  “N o  Fu r th e r  Ac tio n ” site  decis ions,  
th e  Agenc ies  h a v e  d e c i d e d  th a t 3 4  o f th e  re lease  sites  eva lua te d  u n d e r  O U  3 - 1 3  m e e t th e  
R A O s  es tab l ished u n d e r  th is  R O D  a n d  requ i re  “N o  Ac tio n .” T e n  sites  w e r e  prev ious ly  
d e s i g n a te d  as  “N o  Ac tio n ” sites  u n d e r  th e  F F A K O . T h e  Agenc ies  h a v e  a lso  d e c i d e d  th a t six 
o f th e  re lease  sites  h a v e  exist ing o r  p o te n tia l  c o n ta m i n a n t sources  b u t d o  n o t h a v e  a n  -  
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exposure route under current site conditions. The Agencies have designated these sites as 
“No Further Action”. 

. The SRPA remedy will be implemented as an interim action under OU 3-13. The decision 
for the SRPA outside the current INTEC security fence is a final action under this ROD. 
The final remedy for the SRPA inside the current INTEC security fence will be determined 
under OU 3-14. 

. Fifteen legacy waste soil samples from previous INTEC site investigations will be placed in 
the ICDF for permanent disposal. 

. Site CPP-67 Percolation Ponds 

The Proposed Plan discussed the need to close the existing percolation ponds to 
eliminate recharge to the perched water zones (Group 4). The Proposed Plan did not 
specify the location of the replacement percolation ponds. The location of the 
replacement percolation ponds is selected under this ROD and is shown on 
Figure 11-5. A wastewater land application permit will be submitted for the 
replacement percolation ponds on or before 2001, and the existing ponds will stop 
receiving water by December 31, 2003. If the new wastewater land application permit 
(WLAP) cannot be in place to support this date, then the ponds will be replaced under 
CERCLA authority, and the CERCLA ER program will finalize design and authorize 
co”structlo”. 

. The Agencies have determined that lining the Big Lost River may be a necessary second step 
to reduce recharge to the perched water. Therefore, relocation of the river is no longer being 
considered. The Agencies will do additional environmental and cost analyses to determine if 
lining the Big Lost River is necessary. 

. Site CPP-48 (French Drain South of CPP-633) was previously included in the Proposed Plan 
as a “No Further Action” site based on the results of the RI/BRA. However, under the 
COCA, Site CPP-48 retained a RCRA land disposal unit (LDU) designation. Under the 
FFAKO, units retaining an LDU designation will be remediated under CERCLA. As a 
result, Site CPP-48 will be remediated under the selected remedy for Group 3. This will 
simplify closure of this site. 

. The WCF has been closed under an approved HWMA closure plan and a post-closure 
monitoring and maintenance plan is required. In order to reduce the duplication of effort for 
monitoring and maintenance of the WCF, maintain consistency with the publicly-noticed 
WCF closure plan, and acknowledge the RCRAKERCLA parity policy these requirements 
will be addressed under this ROD as ARARs. The WCF will be included during the 
CERCLA 5-year reviews with the Group 2 Soils Under Buildings and Structures sites and 
will address the substantive requirements of IDAPA 16.01.05.008 (40 CFR 264.310). 
Additionally these requirements will be incorporated into the post-ROD monitoring plan for 
ou 3-13. 

. Through a preliminary evaluation of all relevant decision criteria, the Agencies have 
determined the Study Area for siting the ICDF to be the CPP-67 Percolation Ponds and 
adjacent areas to the west as depicted in Figure 11-4 based on the preliminary geotechnical 
information. However, the specific ICDF cell locations will be determined through the 
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completion of a comprehensive geotechnical evaluation of the entire Study Area, which shall 
be reviewed and approved by the Agencies. T 

. OU 3-13 RD/RA and OU 3-14 monitoring well construction and sampling wastes generated 
prior to the construction of the ICDF and SSST will be temporarily (not to exceed 1 year) 
managed and treated within the WAG 3 AOC in remediation waste staging piles and 
temporary units in accordance with the substantive requirements of IDAPA 16.Ol.OS.008 
(40 CFR 264.553 and 40 CFR 264.554). Treatment will be accomplished using mobile 
tankage and physical/chemical treatment and will comply with the substantive requirements 
of IDAPA 16.01.05.008 (40 CFR 264 Subparts J, BB, and CC). The final disposition of 
these wastes will be in the ICDF. The anticipated wastes include soil drill cuttings, 
monitoring well purge water, personnel protective equipment, and decontamination wastes. 

. This ROD recognizes that the INTEC facility is an operating facility. As such, periodic 
maintenance and upgrade activities will be conducted during the implementation of the 
remedial actions under this ROD. Prior to conducting any site disturbance activities, the 
Agencies will be notified of the extent of any disturbance and provided a plan for agency 
approval that includes the necessary corrective actions that will be performed to ensure that 
the remedies identified in this ROD remain operational and Rmctional. A formal system for 
notification and approval of disturbances to OU 3-13 sites will be developed during remedial 
design. 
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14. RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY 

In accordance with CERCLA Sections 113(k)(2)(B)(I-V) and 117, a series of opportunities were 
made available for public information and participation throughout the OU 3-13 investigation and 
decision process. The Proposed Plan, describing the Agencies preferred remedies for OU 3-13 was 
released for public review and comment on October 18, 1998. Public review of the Proposed Plan took 
place between October 23 and December 22, 1998, which included an automatic 30&y extended 
comment period. An additional 30-day extension, until February 12, 1999, was requested and granted. 
Public meetings were also held in Idaho Falls, Twin Falls, Boise, and Moscow, Idaho on November 16, 
17, 18, and 19, 1998. Written comment forms were available in the Proposed Plan and at the public 
meetings. A court reporter was also present at the public meetings to record transcripts of the discussions 
and public comments. The Responsiveness Summary was prepared by the Agencies to provide responses 
to both written and verbal comments received during the public comment period and at the formal 
comment session of the meetings. The Responsiveness Summary is included as Appendix A to this ROD. 

14-1 



15. REFERENCES 

Anderson, S. R., 1991, Stratigraphy of the Unsaturated Zone and Uppermost Part of the Snake River 
Plain Aquifer at the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant and Test Reactor Area, Idaho National 
Engineering Laboratory Idaho, USGS Water-Resources Investigations Report 
91-4010-IDG-22095. 

Bartholomay, R. C. et al., 1997, Hydrologic Conditions and Distribution of Selected Radiochemical and 
Chemical Constituents in Water, SRPA. INEL, Idaho, 1992 through 1995, U.S. Geological Survey, 
Water-Resources Investigations Report 97-4086, April. 

Bartlett, R. J. and J. M. Kimble, 1976, “A Behavior in Chromium in Soils: II. Hexavalent Forms,” 
Journal ofEnvironmental Quality. 5(1):383B386. 

Berenbrock and Kjelstrom, 1998, Preliminary Water-Surface Elevations and Boundary of the loo-Year 
Peak Flow in the Big Lost River at the Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory, 
Idaho, U. S. Geological Survey Water-Resources Investigations Report, 98-4065, 13 pp. 

Berenbrock and Kjelstrom, 1998, Preliminary Water-Surface Elevations and Boundary of the 100-Year 
Peak Flow in the Big Lost River at the Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory 
Idaho, U. S. Geological Survey Water-Resources Investigations Report, 98-4065, 13 pp. 

DOE, 1987, Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, “Consent Order and Compliance Agreement”, 

,P 
U.S. Department of Energy, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and U.S. Geological Survey, 
August. 

DOE, 1998, Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory Comprehensive Faciliry Land 
Use Plan, U.S. Department of Energy. 

DOE, EPA, and IDHW, 1994a, Track 2 Decision Statementfor Operable Unit 3-07 Track 2 Summary 
Report, No Further Action Determination for Sites CPP-16. CPP-20, CPP-24, CPP-25. CPP-30, 
and CPP-32E. Document Number 5809. 

DOE, EPA, and IDHW, 1994b, Track 2 Decision Statement for OU 3-08, Track 2 Summary Report, Sites 
CPP-I5 and CPP-29, Document Number 5810. 

DOE-ID, 1991, Federal Faciliry Agreement and Consent Orderfor the Idaho National Engineering 
Laboratory. U.S. Department of Energy Idaho Operations Office, U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency Region 10, State of Idaho Department of Health and Welfare. 

DOE-ID, 1994, Track 2 Sites: Guidance for Assessing Low Probability Hazards Sites at the Idaho 
National Engineering Laboratory, DOE/ID-I 0389, Revision 6, January. 

DOE-ID, 1995a. Long-Term Land Use Future Scenarios for the Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, 
DOE/ID-10440, current revision. 

DOE-ID, 1995b, Iodine-l-29 Contamination: Nature, Extent, and Treatment Technologies, Bechtel 
Hanford, Inc., Richland, WA, DOE/RL-95-89, Revision 0, February, 76 pp. 

f? 

15-1 



DOE-ID, 1997a, Comprehensive RYFSfor the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant OU 3-13 at the 
INEEL-Part B, RI/BRA FS Report (Final), U.S. Department of Energy Idaho Operations OfIke, 

n 

DOE/ID-10534, November. 

DOE-ID, 1997b. Comprehensive H/FSfor the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant OU 3-13 at the 
INEEL-Part A, RI/BRA Report (Final) U.S. Department of Energy Idaho Operations Office, 
DOE/ID-10534, November. 

DOE-ID, 1997c, RCRA Interim Status Documentfor the Idaho National engineering Laboratory, 
Process Equipment Waste Evaporator System, Section I, Closure and Post Closure, March, 1997, 
Revision 0. 

DOE-ID, 1998a, Comprehensive RI/FSfor the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant OU 3-13 at the 
INEEL-Part B, FS Supplement Report, Revision 2, U.S. Department of Energy Idaho Operations 
Office, DOE/ID-10619, October. 

DOE-ID, 1998b, Proposed Plan for Waste Area Group 3 at the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant. Idaho 
National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory, U.S. Department of Energy Idaho Operations 
Office, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Idaho Department of Health and Welfare, October. 

DOE-ID, 1998c, High-Level Waste and Facilities Disposition Environmental Impact Statement Scoping 
Activiry Report, U.S. Department of Energy Idaho Operations Office, DOE/ID-10617. 

DOE-ID, 1998d, Comprehensive Facility Land Use Plan, U.S. Department of Energy Idaho Operations 
Office. . ,- 

EG&G, 1982, Radioactive Waste Characterization of CPP-603 Cleanup Basin System CPP-740, EG&G 
Idaho, Inc., CPP-04-04-08, September. 

EPA, 1988, CERCLA Compliance with Other Laws Manual, OSWER Directive 9234.1-01, August. 

EPA, 1991, Role of the Baseline Risk Assessment in Superfund Remedy Selection U.S. EPA, OSWER 
Directive 9355.0-30, April, 1991 (Page 8-3). 

EPA, 1993, Health Effects Assessment Summary Tables (HEAST). U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Radiation Protection Division, October (hrtp://www.epa.gov/radiation/heast). 

EPA, 1994, Estimating Radiogenic Cancer Risk, US. Environmental Protection Agency, 
EPA-402-R93-076, June. 

EPA, 1995. EPA ‘s Integrated Risk Information System (Internet address, 
http:l/www.epa.govlngispgm3/iris/index.html. 

EPA, 1997, “Revised Technical Standards for Hazardous Waste Combustion Facilities” Federal Register, 
FR Vol62, #75, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, May 2, 1997, ~24212. 

Golder Associates, 1990, Reportfir the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant Drilling and Sampling 
Program at Land Disposal Unit CPP-34. Prepared for EG&G Idaho, Inc./Westinghouse Idaho 
Nuclear Company, Idaho Falls, Idaho, June. 

15-2 

,1 



f‘ Golder Associates, 1991, Reportfor the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant Drilling and Sampling at the 
HLL W Tank Farm and Land Disposal Unit CPP-33, Prepared for EG&G Idaho, Inc./Westinghouse 
Idaho Nuclear Company, Idaho Falls, Idaho. 

Golder Associates, 1992, Reportfor the Idaho Chemical Processingplant Drilling and Sampling 
Program at Solid Waste Management Unit CPP-36 (Addendum), Golder Associates Inc., Redmond 
WA, 893-l 195.800, April. 

INEL, 1991, Closure Plan for Land Disposal Unit CPP-48, Excess Chemical French Drain, Idaho 
National Engineering Laboratory, Department of Energy Idaho Operations Offtce, June. 

LITCO, 1994, Track 2 Draft Final Scoping Summary Report OU J-10, Sites CPP-42, CPP-44, CPP-46, 
and CPP-56, INEL-96/0197, Lockheed Martin Idaho Technology Company, Revision 2. 

LITCO, 1995, Track I Decision Documentation Package, Radiologically Contaminated Soils. Operable 
Unit 3-13. 

LITCO, 1995a. Engineering Evaluation Cost Analysis (EE/CA) for Operable Unit (OU) IO-06 
Radionuclide Contaminated Soils Removal Action at the INEL, Lockheed Idaho Technologies 
Company, INEL-95/0259, June. 

LITCO, 1995b, Final Preliminary Scoping Track 2 Summary Reportfor Operable Unit (OU) 3-09, 
Lockheed Idaho Technologies Company, INEL-95/0094, Revision 4, February. 

c LITCO, 1995c, Waste Area Group 3 Comprehensive Remedial Investigation FeasibiliQ Study (RI/FS) 
Work Plan, Lockheed Martin Idaho Technologies Company, INEL-95/0056, Revision 2, August. 

LMITCO, 1997a, HWMA Closure Plan for the Waste Calcining Faciliry at the Idaho National 
Engineering and Environmental Laboratory, INEEL- 89, Revision 2, June, 1997 

LMITCO, 1997b, Management Control Procedure: “Asbestos Management Program Administration,” 
MCP-2862, February. 

Mann, L. J., E. W. Chew, J. S. Morton, and R. B. Randoloph, Iodine-129 in the Snake River Plain Aquifer 
at the Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, U.S. Geological Survey 88-4165, DOE/ID- 
22076, Revision 0. 

NEA, 1997, Radiation in Perspective-Applications, Risks. and Protection, Nuclear Energy Agency, 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development. 

Orr, B. R. and L. D. Cecil, 1991, Hydrologic Conditions and Distributions of Selected Chemical 
Constituents in Water, Snake River Plain Aquifer, Idaho National Laboratory, Idaho 1986 to 1988, 
DOE/ID-22096, March. 

Pittman, J. R., R. G. Jensen, and P. R. Fischer, “Hydrologic Conditions at INEL 1982 to 1985,” - USGS 
Water Resources Investigations Report 89-4008, DOE/ID-22078, Revision 0. 

Rai, 0. L., E. Eary, and J. M. Zachara, 1989, “A Environmental Chemistry of Choromium,” The Science 
n of Total Environment, 86: 15823. 

15-3 



Robertson, J. B., Robert Schoen, and J. T. Barraclough, 1974, The I@ence of Liquid Waste Disposaf on 
the Geochemistry of Water at the National Reactor Testing Station, 1952-1970, USGS Open File 
Report, IDP-22053, TID-4500, February. 

Rood, S. M., G. A. Harris, and G. J. White, 1995, Background Dose Equivalent Rates and Su$cial Soil 
Metal and Radionuclide Concentrations for the Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, INEL- 
94/0250, Revision 0, February. 

Sole Source Aquifer under Safe Water Drinking Act 

UNEP, 1985, Radiation-Doses, Eficts, and Risks, United Nations Environmental Program. 

USGS 1998, Preliminary Water Surface Elevation and Boundary of the loo-Year Peak Flow in Big Lost 
River at INEEL. U.S. Geological Survey, Water-Resources Investigations Report 98-4065. 

WINCO, 1991a, WAG 3 No Action Documentation Package Solid Waste Management Unit CPP-43 
Grease Pit South of CPP-637, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Document No. 3575. 

WINCO, 1991b, WAG 3 No Action Documentation Package Solid Waste Management Unit CPP-52 
Pickling Shed East of CPP-631, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Document No. 3576. 

WINCO, 1991c, WAF 3 No Action Documentation Package Solid Waste Management Unit CPP-70 
Septic Tank East of CPP-655 and CPP-7I Seepage Pits West of CPP-656, Westinghouse Idaho 
Nuclear Company, Inc., Document No. 3577. 

,-Y 
WINCO, 1991d, WAG 3 No Action Documentation Package Solid Waste Management Unit CPP-72 

CPP-758 Cesspool East of CPP-65 1, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Document No. 
3578. 

WINCO, 1991e, WAG 3 No Action Documentation Package Solid Waste Management Unit CPP-73 
Leaching Cesspool East of CPP T-5, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Document No. 
3579. 

WINCO, 1991f, WAG 3 No Action Documentation Package Solid Waste Management Unit CPP-74 
Seepage Pit West of CPP-26, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Document No. 3580. 

WINCO, 1991g, WAG 3 No Action Documentation Package Solid Waste Management Unit CPP-75 
Septic Tank and Cesspool West of CPP-603, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Document No. 358 1. 

WINCO, 1991h. WAG 3 No Action Documentation Package Solid Waste Management Unit CPP-76 
Septic and Cesspool West of CPP-659, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Document No. 
3103. 

WINCO, 1991i, WAG 3 No Action Documentation Package Silid Waste Management Unit CPP-77 
Seepage Pit and Cesspool North of CPP-662, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Document No. 3582. 

15-4 



f- WINCO, 1992, Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 6, Site 
CPP-47 Pilot Plant Storage Area West of CPP-620, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Revision 1. 

WINCO, 1992, Track I Decision Documentation Package, Waste Area Group 3. Operable Unit 2, Site 
CPP-23, ICPP Injection Well, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., (MAH-FE-PLJO4), 
March. 

WINCO, 1992a, Track I Decision Document Action Packages OU 3-01, Revision 0, 1992, Westinghouse 
Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Document #5201 

WINCO, 1992b, Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3 Operable Unit 2 Site 
CPP-07, Soil Contamination NW of CPP-642, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Revision 1. 

WINCO, 1992c, Track.1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3 Operable Unit 2 Site 
CPP-12 Contaminated Paint Chips and Pad South of CPP-603, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear 
Company, Inc., Revision 1 

WINCO, 1992d Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3 Operable Unit 2 Site 
CPP-18 Gas Storage Building, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Revision 0. 

WINCO, 1992e Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3 Operable Unit 2 Site 
CPP-41 Fire Training Pits Behveen CPP-602 and CPP-603, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, 
Inc., Revision 1. 

WINCO, 1992f, Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 2, CPP- 
60 Paint Shop at Present Location of CPP-645, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Revision 1. 

WINCO, 19928, Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 2, Site 
CPP-53 Paint and Paint Solvent Area South of CPP-697, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, 
Inc., Revision 1. 

WINCO, 1992h, Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 2, Site 
CPP-54 Drum Storage Area West of CPP-660, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Revision 1. 

WINCO, 1992i, Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 2, Site 
CPP-57 Sulfuric Acid Spill East of CPP-606, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Revision 1. 

WINCO, 1992j, Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 2, Site 
CPP-59 Kerosene Tank Overflow West of CPP-633, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Revision 0. 

WINCO, 1992j, Track 1 Decision Documentation Packages Operable Unit 3-01, CPP-49, CPP-50, CPP- 
51, and CPP-61, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Revision 0. 

/1 

15-S 



WINCO, 1992k, Track I Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 2, Site 
CPP-62 Mercury Contamination Area near CPP TB-4, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, 

1 

Inc., Revision 0. 

WINCO, 19921, Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 2, Site 
CPP-64 Hexone Spill West of CPP-660, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Revision 1 

WINCO, 1992m, Track I Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 12, Site 
CPP-82 Abandoned Line 1.5 in. PLA 776 West ofBeech Street, Document No. 5292, Westinghouse 
Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Revision 1. 

WINCO, 1993 c. Final Track 2 Summary Reportfor Operable Unit 3-08 (Tank Farm Area II) Sites CPP- 
13, CPP-IS. CPP-29, CPP-27, CPP-35, and CPP-36, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Revision 3 

WINCO, 1993a, Track 2 Summary Reportfor Operable Unit 3-07 (Tank Farm Area I) Sites CPP-16, 
CPP-20, CPP-24, CPP-25, CPP-30, and CPP-32 W, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Revision 2. 

WINCO, 1993b. Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3 Operable Unit 4 Site 
CPP-38. Transite on CPP-601/602/603/604/605/606/640/644/648, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear 
Company, Inc., Document Number 5303, Revision 1, June. 

WINCO, 1993~ Track 1 Investigation Of CPP-66, ICPP CFSGF Ash Pit - No Further Action 
Determination, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Document Number 5688 September 1 
htto:i/ar.inel.govladowa/~~2?F~DOC=5688&F REV=OO&F PAGE=2 

WINCO, 1993d, Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 6, Site 
CPP-40 Lime Pit at the Base of CPP-601 Berm and French Drain, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear 
Company, Inc., Revision 1. 

WINCO, 1993e. Track 2 Summary Report for Operable Unit 3-11 (CPP-621 Area Spills) Sites CPP-45, 
CPP-58E, and CPP-58W. Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Revision 2. 

WINCO, 1993f. Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 2. Site, 
CPP-63 Hexone Spill by CPP-710. Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Revision 2. 

WINCO, 1993g, Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 2 Site 
CPP-68 Abandoned Gasoline Tank CPP- VES-UTI-652, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, 
Inc., Revision 2. 

WINCO, 1993h. Track 1 Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3 Operable Unit 4 Site 
CPP-38, Transite on CPP-601/602/603/604/605/606/640/644/648, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear 
Company, Inc., Document Number 5303, Revision 1, June. 

WINCO, 1993i, Final Track 2 Summary Reportfor Operable Unit 3-08 (Tank Farm Area II), 
Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Revision 3, July. 

15-6 



P WINCO, 1993j, Track 2 Summary Report Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 3-05, Old Sewage 
Treatment Plan West of CPP-664, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Document Number 
5606, Revision 2, April. 

WINCO, 1993k, Track I Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 2, Site 
CPP-21 Solid Waste Storage Bin South of CPP-601, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Revision 2. 

WINCO, 1994a. Track 2 Preliminary Scoping Summary Report Operable Unit 3-02, CPP-23 Injection 
Well, CPP-37 Gravel Pits No. I and 2. and CPP-59 Kerosene Tank Overfow East of CPP-633. 
Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., Revision 2, August. 

WINCO, 1994b, Track I Decision Documentation Package Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit 12. Site 
CPP-81 Abandoned CPP-637/CPP-620 VOG Line, Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., 
Document No. 5735, Revision 2. 

WINCO, 1994c, Track 2 Preliminary Scoping Package, CPP-23 Injection Well, Operable Unit 3-02, 
Westinghouse Idaho Nuclear Company, Inc., July. 

15-7 


